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the	way	people	 identify	and	deliberate	upon	 issues	of	common	concern.	After	a	brief	 review	of	 the	












deliberation	 in	cyberspace.	Based	on	 the	Habermasian	arguments,	 this	paper	seeks	 to	provide	a	critical	





















and	at	 the	same	 time	vast	and	 incalculable	web	of	presuppositions	 that	have	 to	be	satisfied	 if	an	actual	
utterance	is	to	be	at	all	meaningful,	i.e.	valid	or	invalid”	(131).	The	“lifeworld”	is	clearly	distinguished	from	
























of	 democratic	 society	 are	 in	 sharp	 contrast	with	 the	 liberal	 individualist	 assumption	 of	 political	









	 Deliberative	democrats	warn	 that	 the	economic	conception	of	democracy	results	 in	 the	atomization	of	
society	and	the	predominance	of	instrumental	reasoning.	They	criticize	that	 the	liberal	 individualist	model	
erroneously	 treats	citizens	as	passive	“consumers”	of	public	services,	and	 the	possibility	of	horizontal,	


































Liberal individualist model 
of democracy







Theory Meets Reality: The Case of OhmyNews
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Grand	National	Party,	the	largest	conservative	party,	had	been	expected	to	win	the	presidential	race	(Kim	and	
Hamilton	2006;	Joyce	2007).	Given	that	OmN	suffices	the	theoretical	criteria	of	 the	public	sphere	and	its	
actual	 influence	on	 the	political	process,	 its	practice	can	be	 regarded	as	a	successful	practice	of	online	
deliberation	(see	Figure	2).


















































those	who	have	different	political	orientations.	They	are	allowed	 to	promote	 their	views	and	 ideas	 in	
politically	and	ideologically	homogeneous	spheres	 in	which	like-minded	“comrades”	find	each	other	and	
discuss	public	issues	based	on	their	political	proximity.	As	Sunstein	(2007)	argued,	cyberspace	allows	citizens	
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Conclusion




discourse,	3)	unintended	exclusion	of	 less	 rational/critical	people,	 and	4)	potential	 fragmentation	of	
deliberative	community.	For	 these	 reasons,	 this	paper	concludes	 that	 it	 is	 still	uncertain	and	ultimately	
contingent	upon	spatial	and	temporal	contexts	when	one	evaluates	whether	the	online	public	sphere	model	has	
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